
K.C. Date Received

King County

CONSERVATTON FUTURES (CFT) 2016 ANNUAL COLLECTIONS
APPLICATION FOR F'UNDS

PROJECT NAME: Foothills Trail Addition

Annlicant Jurisdictionfs): Kins Countv

Onen SnnceSvsfem: Foothills Trail
(Nane of larger cowrccted systern, if arqt, such as Cedar River Greenway, Motuúains to Sotmd, a Regtonal Trail, etc.)

Acouisition Proiect Size: 11.84 zCres CFT Annlication mornt: gA'D.5 00
(Size in acres and proposed ntunber of parcel(s) if a ntulti-parcel proposal) (Dollar antount o/ CFT grant requested)

E Other:Tvpe of onfs): EFee Title tr Conservation

CONTACT INFORMATION

Title: Real Pronertv Fax: 263-6217

Address:201 S Jackson Suite 700 Email: bulllâkinscountv.sov

Seattle WA 98104 Date: March2015

PROJECT SUMMARY:

of an overall s:ts tent. )

CFT and Parks Levy fuirds are requested to purchase (in fee) approxinately 1 1.84 acres (6 parcels) to secure the hnal
preferred alignment for the Foothills Trail/White River Bridge, linking the City of Enumclaw in southeast King County with
northeast Pierce County including the cities of Buckley, South Prairie, Orting, and Puyallup. In King Couuty, the trail
corridor starts at tlie White River and continues 1.1 miles north to Enurnclaw, where it meets an existing city trail seglxent.

The conidor is an important part of King Connty's greater Foothills Trail plan that also extends north to Nolte State Park and

Kanaskat. The cunent project will hll a critical trail gap between Enuurclaw and Buckley while also crossing the White River'

using a re-purposed historic blidge. At Buckley the Foothills Trail then continues south through Pielce County. Once

cornpleted, the overall Foothills trail will span 28 miles through both counties.

The Foothills Trail project proposes the developrnent of a paved regional trail parallel to Boise Creek fron the Buckley city
linrits at the White River to Enrulclaw at 252"d Street SE. The parcels ploposed for acquisition will be critical to the snccess

of the trail. King County has been working cooperatively with Pierce County, the cities of Enurnclaw and Buckley and the

Washington State Departnent of Transportation (WSDOT) on the project. Recently, an Interlocal Agreement was transmitted

between the partners for cooperative design þnd construction of the bridge spanning the Wllite River. The completed trail and

btidge will fill a clitical gap in the regional trails network and ensure a safe pedestrian and bicycle facility between cities.
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The talget parcels for, tl.ris ploposal inclucle a KC Roads parcel referred to as the Osceola Pit, the Stotm Palcels, and the Nagel
Palcels. The Osceola Pit is a sr-uplus Roads propelty located along the White River, containing sorne of the left bank of
Boise Creek at its conflnence with the White River'. The Storr-n parcels and Nagel palcels ale developed propelties which
contain several hur.rdted linear feet of Boise Creek, just upstleam of Osceola Pit.

1. OPEN SPACE RESOURCES
Please revíew tlte attaclted evaluation criteria. For the proposed uccntisìtion psrcel(s), please mark tltose criteria
tltat apply and tltorougltly, yet succinctþt, describe in the space below how the proposed acqr.isition satisfies eaclt
markecl criteria. Plea.se clearly describe ltow tltese criteria ntigltt be nrct at a landscape let el, and how they apply
to individuctl parcels. If restoratiort is part of the plan, please briefly describe the current condition and tlte
hoped for restored condition tltat is tlte goal of the acquisition.
E A. Wildlife habitat or rare plant reserve tr E. Historic/cultural lesources
E B. Salmon habitat and aquatic resoì.rrces D F. Ulban passive-use natural arealgr-eenbelt
El C. Scenic resollrces trl G. Palk/open space or natural corridor addition
El D. Community sepalator El H. Passive lecl'eation opportunity/unmet needs

A. Wildlif'e habitat or'rare ¡rlant reserve
These talgeted parcels are located adjacent to or within a quarter mile from a designatecl Wildlife Habitat Netwolk and woulcl
contlibt-tte to habitat mobility and as an additional buffer to the colridors. Habitat networks ale complised of nahtral
vegetation linking priolity wildlife habitat with critical areas, their buffels, trails and open space. KCCP Policies E- 107 ancl
E-483 require the designation and mapping of irabitat networ-ks for thleatened, endangeled, and priority species and direct
that connections within these cou'idols be protected to reduce the impacts of habitat fi-agmentation and be n-ranaged to help
enhance priolity habitat within them. The rvildlife inhabiting this alea is typical of west side mature second growth folest
habitats and thus includes a vadety of miglatory and resident birds, rnammals, amphibians and fìsh. Hiqh vah-re: site plovides
an intact corridor for habitat movement that would otherwise be fragmented l¡)¡ multiple ownerships.

B. Salmon habitat and aquatic resources
These parcels contair sevgral hr"urdred feet of Boise Creek. Boise Creek is critically irnportant fol Spring
Chinook, a ruu that is vely rale (only two in south Puget Sound) and is teetering on the brink of extinction. The stream also
plovides habitat fol Fall Chinook and steelhead. Acqr.risition conselves the riparian couidor and provides restoration
oppoúr,rnity in these lower reaches of Boise Cleek. The existing Lower Boise Creek Channel Restoration Ploject has created
two acres of spawning habitat for chinook, coho and pink salmon, and steeihead; doubled channel length fi'orn 500 to 1,100
feet; created approximately two acres of alluvial fan floodplain habitats; and established a 15O-foot-wide buffel of native
trees and slu'ubs along each side ofthe channel.

ontrol.

C. Scenic rcsources

anci Na-r¿cl ¡rr-o¡rcrtics ale adjacr:nt to Boisc C}'eel< ancl Osceola Pit is adjacent to the Whitc River. The ploposed corridor luns
throLrgh a scenic, wooded area above the nauow canyon founed by the creek, providing opportunities for views of the creek
and the canyon. The creek cannot be accessed from the trail, but the trail will terminate at a scenic over'look of the creek and
its confluence with the White River'. Exceptional views of the creek and the river will be provided via the trail and the ñrtule
bridge. The tlail will be the only available opportunity to view these scenic resources. Pinnacle Peak and rolling farmland ate
other scenic aspects of the tlaíl's location. Lligh value: site I cr-,

Pinnlr:le I)eal<. ancl ¿Lssociatcd naf ul'al lanclscaÞe n,ithit'r the r'¿rllev.

D. Community separator
Several of the proposed palcels will include the Foothills trail colridor which plovides a visual and functional separatiou
between the City of Enumclaw and lauds within rural King County. The site acts as a natrual separator and natulal open
space buffer betweeu the City of Ennmclaw, Highway 410, and the rural / agricultural areas. High value: the ploposed trail

ur.rincorporated Kinq Countv.

G. Park/open space or natural corridor addition
Acqr.risition of these parcels secures the final missing link in the Foothills Trail corridor that will provide a contiguous 28
r¡ile destiiration recleation trail, linking sor,rtheast King County with northeast Pierce County. Most of the site, outsicle of a
llallow legional tlail corridor, will remain undistulbed in its nafur'al state. Those palcels that ale cnrrently developed have
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multiple restoration opportunities. High value: the final link of the Foothills Tlail will liuk various commuuities while
allowing developgbêrçeb¡Le be lestored to uahual areas.

H. Passiverecreationopportunity/unmetneeds
Acquisition of these parcels would allow King Corurty Parks to move folward with planning, design aud construction of the

gap in the Foothills Trail, providing a coutiguous 28-mile recleational ttail from southeast Kirg Cor.urty to northeast Pierce

Cor,urty, including the cities of Enumclaw, Buckley, South Plairie, Orting, and Puyallup, for multiple usels (hikels, bikers and

eqr.restrians), Additionally, the site may plovide a location for public access, such as a trailhead facility (parking/restlootls),

acconmodating users of the regional trail system. Interpretive signage could be added providing opportLurities to educate

trail visitors about the nahrral resources and wildlife along the trail. Hish value: the plouerW ll rrrovirle the final lirrk in

Trails System.

2. ADDITIONAL FACTORS
For the proposed acquísil please mark all criteria that apply and thorougltly, yet ntccinctly,
describe in the spøce below how the proposed acquisition satisfies eaclt marked criteria.

EA.
EB.
EC.
E] D.
EE.
trF.

Educational/interpretive opportunity
Threat of loss of open space resources

Ownership complexity/willing seller(s)/ownership interest proposed
Partnerships - Describe any public or private partnersliips tliat will enhance this project
Is the property identified in an adopted park, open space, conrprehensive, or conxnunity plan?

Transferable Development Credits (TDC) participation

A. Educational/interpretive opportunity
The parcels include the nissing link on a highly nsed corridor and provide excelleut opporhrnities for reaching a large

number and wide variety of trail users. In addition, acquisition of these parcels could provide a possible location for a

trailhead that would facilitate opporhurities for various interpretive facilities including educational signage related to the

importance of conserving scenic greenbelts and restoring wildlife habitat. In addition, the tlail location will be adjacent to the

Lower Boise Creek Restoration site. The Lower Boise Creek site also provides educational signage regardirg the efforts to
increase salmon vitality.

B. Threat ofloss ofopen space resources
If the properties ale not acquired at this time, this missing link will become more difficult and expensive to co¡rstruct dr¡e to

topography, critical areas, and other site constraints. This scenario would jeopardize the Couuty's ability to develop the trail
in the fi.rture. In addition, an oppoltunity could be lost for creating a trailhead parking area for hikers, bikers, equestriaus aud

restoring the forlner rail bed and sruroundirg areas to provide passive recLeation, wildlife habitat viewing and rural scenic

experrence.

C. Ownerslripcomplexity/willingseller(s)/ownershipinterestproposed
The Osceola Pit site is now being surplused by King County Road Services. Roads Ser¡¡ices has been alerted that King
County Parks is interested in acquiring the property. Parks seeks to secure the entire site from Road Services with this
application. The curlent owrlers of the Storm and Nagel properties have expressed an interest in selling to the county for
pulposes of completing the regional trail. The Nagel property is cutrently on the market.

D. Partnerships - Describe any public or private partnerships that will enhance this project
Parks has worked collaboratively with the City of Buckley, City of Enumclaw, Vy'ashington Deparlment of Transportatiou,
and Pierce County over the last several years to discnss the completion of this critical rnissing link in King County's regional
trails system. An Interlocal Agreement was recently transmitted legarding the cooperative plaming, design, and constluction
of a Foothills Trail non-mo torized bridge to span the White River. The lack of a safe pedestrian and cycling corridol between

the surrounding communities plesents certain health and safety risks and limits the ability of the communities to interact
using non-motorized transportation methods. In order to address these issues, the Parties have determined that there is a need

for a safe; non-notorized crossing of the White River.

WSDOT has initiated a project to replace the SR 167 PuyallLrp River Bridge located at rnilepost 6.40 just outside the City of
Puyallup. While resealching potential ways to preserve and rense tlie existing br'idge being replaced, WSDOT became awate

of tl.re need for a pedestrian trail bridge to cross the White River'. WSDOT contacted,King and Pierce Counties to discuss the

feasibility of reusing the SR 167 Pr"ryallup River Bridge as a pedestrian/non-moTorized bridge across the White River. The

Parties have lnutually deteln.rined that the public interest would be best served by the Parties working collaboratively on
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fr"urding opporhrnities for reuse of the existing SR 167 Blidge as a non-nlotorized crossing of the White River. With these
efforts culrently in place, the need to secure the remaining parcels for the trail alignment is critical.

E. Is the property identified in an adopted park, open space, comprehensive, or community plan?

Both the King County Comprehensive Plan (KCCP) and the 2010 King County Open Space Plan contain policies that
direct acquisition, plaruing, and stewardship of KC Palks and Regional Trails. The acquisition of these parcels is consistent
with these policies as follows.

The Open Space Plan policies direct Parks to:
. acquire lands that add to a Regional Trail Corlidol as identified in the 2008 Regional Trails Needs Repolt and the 2004

Regional Trail Inventory Guidelines
. focus regional open space effot1s on the natulal watelshed systems and regional systems such as the wildlife habitat

uetwork and the Mountains to Sound Greenway; and conserve lands that provide connectivity with existing county
ownelship

. enphasize acquisition and development of sites that provide rnultiple benefits and functions

. resolve a resoulce/land managerlent issue, snch as rnaiutenance access
The Palks, Recreation and Open Space Chapter (Ch. 6) of the KCCP states:

King County shall complete a regional trails system, linking trail corridors to folm a countywide network. King
County will continue to primalily own the land necessary for the operation and management of the trail systen
(Policy P-106)
KC Parks should facilitate educational and interpretive programs that ftirther the enjoyn-rent, understanding and
appreciation ofthe natulal, cultural and recreational resources. (Policy P-107)

-[hc /ífirg Courtt¡, Parlrs Regiottøl Trqil Necds Reporl, thc Coul]ty's long-telrn r:egional trails capital clei,eiopllent Ìlrogl'¿uì1,
spccifìes thc builcl oL¡t olthe lìoothills Tlail corridol'in thìs location. The proposccl acquisition rvt'll secule the fìltal nrissi¡rs
linl< in thc trail. The repolt also includcs thc tbllorvirrg ltolicy cÌircction:

One ol'the hi-qhest priolity ploject iurlrler-nentatiorr lacus areas is providing connectivity, ensnling that corlnectious
ol nrissing links ale conrpletecl in the regional trail nehvork to enhance usabiliry, increasing the nehvolk's vahre for
lecleation ¿uld as ¿r h'ansportation altenlative.

3. STE\ryARDSHIP AND MAINTENANCE
How will tlte property be stewarded and maintained? Does the property lend itself to volunteer stewardship
opporttutities? How will ongoing stewardship and maintettance efforts be funded?

-l-he targct plo¡rertics aL'e located on and acljacent to the eristing regional tlail corriclor, nranaged arrd rnaint¿tinecl b¡r l(ing
County Parl<s. Pt'oxirnity to existing ¡rall< sites and facilíties creates elTciencies in nranugr.-ruent. Site stewardship rvould be
ftrncled by the Par-lcs Levy (rvhìch inclucies linrding tbr stewalclship olnerv acquisitions aucl capìtal fi¡nds fbr fàcìlity
cÌevelopnrent). In acldition, King CoLrnty Pall<s has exlranded its Regional Trails Arnbassador arcl Aclopla- Trail programs
ovcl the last f-crv ¡rears, iucleasing thc ploglams' el'[ectivcncss irr Iàcilrtating citiz-en ¿urd cornrlnnity gloup involvement ir.r

r-Lrler;. Lirstly. the l(ing CoLrnty \/olLtnteel'Plograrl sporlsors rlLlìrelor-rs restolation evcnts ancl this site would plovicle an
cxcellent loc¿rtion f'or events th¿it n¡ould help fàcilitatc replanting of distulbed areas ancl cor.rtl'ol olinvasive ltlants.

4. PROJECT BUDGET
1) TOTAL CFT APPLICATION AMOUNT,

2) TOTAL PEL APPLICATION AMOUNTá

CFT: $472,500

PEL: $472,500

"Allowable CFT acquisitiott costs (Ordinance 14714): The disbursement offunds shall be nmde onlyfor capital
project expenditures tlmt include costs of acquiring real property, including interests ín real property, and the

followittg costs: tlte cost of related relocatiou of eligible occupatxts, cost of appraisql, cost of appraísal reyiew, costs of
title insurcutce, closing costs, pro rata real estate taxes, recordingfees, conxpetxsating tax, hazardous waste su.bstances
reports, directly related staffcosts and related legal and adnùnistrative costs, but shall not include the cost of
preparing applicatiotts for conservation futures funds.bKùtg 

Cotutty projects only, íf applicable.

Estimation of property value:
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Briefly note hotu land values have been estimated (i.e., appraísal, property tax assessntent, asking price, letter of value

or other means).In the absence of appraised, fair market valuations, the assessed valuations were used to provide a

lough estimate of the overall project cost. Appraisals are curently underway for the Storm and Nagel propelties.

PROJECT COSTS ESTIMATED DOLLAR AMOUNT OR RANGE
$845.000 (based on 2014 Assessed Values)Total property interest value
$2s.000Title and appraisal work

Closine. fees. taxes $15,000
$0Relocation
$35.000Hazardous waste reporls

Directly related staff, administration and legal costs $25,000

$945,000Total Project Costs (CFT and other funds)

Unidentified remaining match need: What funds are anticipated and what is the time frame?
Please briefly discuss how the unidentified renmining ntatclt need above will be met.

5. IN_KIND CONTRIBUTIONS FROM PARTNERSHIPS

6. ATTACHED MAPS (T_wo_UtgpÊ.ãre now requíred: 1) site map ünd 2) generul loctttiott mflp; yort

muy ølso include one üdditional ntup, ueríol photo or s¡te pltoto)
I t/z x ll" maps are preferred, but I 1 x I 7" is acceptable if folded and hole-punched for insertion into a tluee-ring binder

Site Map
Location Map

DATE
(Expended or Committed)

DOLLAR AMOUNT
(Expended or Committed)

MATCHING FUNDS: Existing Sources
(CFT can only provide a maximum of 50% of anticipated
proiect costs)

2016 Request $472,500Par-ks Levy

nlaTotal CFT Funds Previously Received
This Proiect

nlaTotal Matching Funds and Past CFT Funds
Currentlv ldentilìed

Unidentified Remaining Match Need nla

Activity Date Range
(Completion Date or Proposed

Completion Date)
Brief Activity Description

Dollar Value of
In-kind

Contribution

Status
(Completed or Ploposed)

nJa

TOTAL
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